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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed 1/10/2005. 



2. 



Claims 1-42 are pending. Claims 1, 20 and 37 are independent claims. 



This action has been made Final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, 
published under section 1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 5-7, 9, 11, 14, 16, 17-21, 24, 26, 29- 31, 33, 36, 37 and 40 remain rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Comer et al. (herein after Comer) U.S. 
Patent No. 5,966,716 filed 7/14/1998. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Comer discloses a window for the activity type 
containing a first field in which the user can identify the user-defined field to be operated on 
(Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6); and one or more operation fields that, when the user has identified the 
user- defined field, the user may set to specify the operation (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 
Lines 56-60 i.e. function). The user-defined field being stored in a storage device accessible to a 
processor and the processor performing the operation on the user-defined field in conjunction 
with posting the activity; whereby the specified operation is performed by the processor on the 
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identified user-defined field in conjunction with posting the activity (Comer Col 9 Lines 10-19 
i.e. the process takes place on a computer-readable storage medium) 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Comer discloses the identified user-defined field's 
values belong to one of a plurality of types (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6, Col 6 Lines 48-51 and Col 7 
Lines 28-30); and the operation fields in the entry are determined by the type of the identified 
field's values. (Comer Col 6 Lines 48-51, Col 8 Lines 25-32 and Col 7 Lines 28-30) 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Comer discloses the user may set the operation fields 
to specify a value and to specify that the value be assigned to the identified field. (Comer Col 7 
Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Comer discloses the user may set the operation fields 
to specify an operation by which a new value for the identified field may be computed from a 
current value which is the identified field's value. (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56- 
60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Comer discloses the identified field's value belongs to 
an ordered set of values (Comer Col 3 Lines 43-47); and the user may set the operation fields to 
specify an increment operation wherein the identified field's new value is a value that follows the 
identified field's current value in the ordered set of values. (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 
Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Comer discloses the user may set the operation fields 
to specify a reference field which is another field in the record and a reference field operation by 
which a new value for the identified field may be computed from a current value of the reference 
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field. (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function, Abstract i.e. record and Col 
10 Lines 14-18 i.e. reference) 

In regard to dependent claim 11, Comer discloses the reference field operation assigns 
the current value of the reference field to the identified field. (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6, Col 6 
Lines 48-51 and Col 7 Lines 28-30) (Comer Col 6 Lines 48-51, Col 8 Lines 25-32 and Col 7 
Lines 28-30) (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 
1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 14, Comer discloses one of the plurality of ways is days; 
and when days have been specified, the user may further set the action fields to specify whether 
the days will be computed as business days or calendar days. (Comer Col 4 Lines 50-55 i.e. day) 

In regard to dependent claim 16, Comer discloses the identified field has a person 
value; and the user may set the operation fields to specify a role reference field from which a 
new person value for the identified field may be obtained, the role reference field referring to an 
ordered set of person values wherein one of the person values is a last- used person value and 
the role reference field obtaining the next person value following the last-used person value as 
the new person value for the identified field. (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 17, Comer discloses the user may further set the 
operation fields to specify a person reference field that has a person value, the identified field 
being set from the value of the person reference field. (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 18, Comer discloses another operation has been specified 
which assigns the person reference field a value from a role reference field; and operations 
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which assign person fields values from roll reference fields are performed prior to other 
operations, (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 19, Comer discloses the user may further set the 
operation fields to directly specify a person value, the identified field being set from the directly- 
specified person value. (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 20, Comer discloses a server that has access to a 
database system and executes program code for the process control system (Comer Abstract); a 
table of process records in the database system, a process record indicating a current condition 
of a process being controlled by the system and certain ones of the process records including one 
or more user-defined fields; and a table of activity type records in the database system that 
define activities to be performed with regard to the process, at least one of the activity type 
records specifying an operation to be done on a particular user-defined field (Comer Col 5 Lines 
57-60, Col 6 Lines 48-51 and Col 7 Lines 1-15); and a portion of the program code which is 
executed in conjunction with posting an activity defined by at the least one activity type record in 
the system, the activity being posted as performed with regard to a process represented by a 
given process record and the operation specified in the at least one activity type record being 
done during execution of the portion of the program code. (Comer Col 2 Lines 29-32, Col 4 
Lines 23-34 and Col 7 Lines 21-29) 

In regard to dependent claim 21, Comer discloses a table of activity records in the 
database system, an activity being posted by making a record for the activity in the table of 
activity records. (Comer Col 5 Lines 57-60, Col 6 Lines 48-51 and Col 7 Lines 1-15) 



Application/Control Number: 10/022,104 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2178 

In regard to dependent claim 24, Comer discloses the at least one activity type record 
defines an activity that is posted by a user of the process control system, (Comer Col 2 Lines 24- 
32, Col 5 Lines 6-9 and Col 8 Lines 65-67) 

In regard to dependent claim 26, Comer discloses the user-defined fields include a 
person field whose value represents a person; and the operation sets the person field to a value, 
which represents a person responsible for posting the activity, (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 29, Comer discloses the specified operation is setting the 
particular user-defined field to a value. (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6) (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and 
Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 30, Comer discloses the specified operation is computing 
a new value for the particular user-defined field from the user-defined field's present value. 
(Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6) (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer 
Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 31, Comer discloses the particular user-defined field's 
value belongs to an ordered set of values; and the specified operation is an increment operation 
wherein the particular user- defined field's new value is a value that follows the identified field's 
current value in the ordered set of values. (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6) (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 
and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 2 Lines 46-62) 

In regard to dependent claim 33, Comer discloses the specified operation computes a 
new value for the particular user-defined field using a value from a reference field, which is 
another field in the process record. (Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. 
function, Abstract i.e. record and Col 10 Lines 14-18 i.e. reference) 
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In regard to dependent claim 36, Comer discloses the reference field's values belong to 
an ordered set of person values wherein one of the person values is a last-used person value; 
and the specified operation sets the user-defined field to the next person following the last-used 
person value in the ordered set (Comer Figure 4) 

In regard to dependent claim 37, Comer discloses a server that has access to a 
database system and executes program code for the process control system (Comer Abstract); a 
table of process records in the database system, a process record indicating a current condition 
of a process being controlled by the system and certain ones of the process records including one 
or more user-defined fields; a table of activity type records in the database system that define 
activities to be performed with regard to the process; and a table of activity records in the 
database system, an activity being posted as performed for the process by making a record for 
the activity in the table of activity records (Comer Col 5 Lines 57-60, Col 6 Lines 48-51 and Col 
7 Lines 1-15), a specification in at least one activity type record of an operation that sets a 
particular user-defined field to a value corresponding to a value of a field in an activity record ; 
and a first portion of the program code that is executed in conjunction with the posting of an 
activity of the type as performed for the process and does the operation with regard to the 
activity record made when the activity is posted, whereby the value of the field in the activity 
record made when the activity is posted is mapped onto the particular user-defined field. (Comer 
Col 2 Lines 29-32, Col 4 Lines 23-34 and Col 7 Lines 21-29) 

In regard to dependent claim 40, Comer discloses the activity record includes a 
responsible person field that specifies the person who is responsible for performing the activity; 
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and the operation sets the particular user-defined field to a value corresponding to the value of 
the responsible person field. (Comer Figure 4) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3, 4, 8, 10, 12, 13, 15, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 32, 34, 35, 38, 39, 41 and 42 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Comer et al. (herein after 

Comer) as applied to claims 1, 20 and 37 in view of Greif et al. (herein after Greif) U.S. 

Patent No. 5,371,675 filed 6/3/1992. 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Comer discloses the plurality of types include types 

whose values belong to ordered sets that are defined in the system in which the graphical user 

interface is used (Comer Col 3 Lines 43-47), and types whose values specify persons. (Comer 

Figure 4) 

Comer does not specifically disclose types whose values specify times. However, Greif 
mentions a time when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, 
proving Comer the benefit of supplying a time so the user can keep track of the time of 
occurrence. 
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In regard to dependent claim 4, Comer does not specifically disclose the user may set 
the operation fields to specify that the identified field be set to a null value. However, Greif 
mentions that a value can be set to null (Greif Col 36 Lines 65-67). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving 
Comer the benefit of setting a value to null, which would be beneficial to the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Comer does not specifically disclose the identified field 
may have a null value when the activity is posted; and the user may set the operation fields to 
specify an action that is to be performed when the identified field has the null value and/or an 
action that is to be performed when the identified field does not have the null value. However, 
Greif mentions that a value can be set to null (Greif Col 36 Lines 65-67). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, 
proving Comer the benefit of setting a value to null, which would be beneficial to the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 10, Comer discloses the user may set the operation fields 
to specify a first reference field and a first reference field operation that is to be performed 
(Comer Col 2 Lines 38-45 and Col 4 Lines 56-60 i.e. function) (Comer Col 7 Lines 1-6 and Col 
2 Lines 46-62) 

Comer does not specifically disclose the identified field may have a null value when the 
activity is posted; when the identified field has the null value and/or a second reference field and 
a second reference field operation that is to be performed when the identified field does not have 
the null value. However, Greif mentions that a value can be set to null or not (Greif Col 36 Lines 
65-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
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to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of setting a value to null or not, which would 
be beneficial to the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Comer discloses the identified field and the reference 
field have time values; and the user may further set the operation fields to specify an amount of 
time by which the reference field's current value is increased or decreased to compute the new 
value for the identified field. However, Greif mentions a time when something takes place (Greif 
Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of supplying a time so the user 
can keep track of the time of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Comer does not specifically disclose the user may 
further set the operation fields to specify the amount of time in one of a plurality of ways. 
However, Greif mentions a time when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of supplying a time so the user can keep track of the 
time of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 15, Comer does not specifically disclose one of the 
reference fields is a field whose value is always set to the current time. However, Greif mentions 
a time when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving 
Comer the benefit of supplying a time so the user can keep track of the time of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 22, Comer discloses at least one activity type record 
defines an activity that the process control system automatically posts with regard to a process 
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represented by a process record. (Comer Col 2 Lines 24-32, Col 5 Lines 6-9 and Col 8 Lines 65- 
67) 

Comer does not specifically disclose returned by a query on the table of process records. 
However, Greif mentions a query (Greif Col 31 Lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer 
the benefit of processing a query, which would be important in returning records to the table. 

In regard to dependent claim 23, Comer discloses the process control system 
automatically performs the query. However, Greif mentions a query (Greif Col 31 Lines 54-56). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of processing a query, which would be important in 
returning records to the table. 

In regard to dependent claim 25, Comer does not specifically disclose the user-defined 
fields include a date-time field whose value represents a date and a time; and the operation sets 
the date-time field to a date and time at which the activity is posted. However, Greif mentions a 
date and time when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, 
proving Comer the benefit of supplying a date and time so the user can keep track of the date and 
time of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 27, Comer discloses at which the activity is posted and 
the person field to a value, which represents a person responsible for posting the activity (Comer 
Figure 4). 
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Comer does not specifically disclose the user-defined fields include a date-time field 
whose value represents a date and a time and a person field whose value represents a person; 
and the operation sets the date-time field to a date and time. However, Greif mentions a date and 
time when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer 
the benefit of supplying a date and time so the user can keep track of the date and time of 
occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 28, Comer discloses at least one of the activity type 
records that specifies an operation defines an activity that the process control system 
automatically posts with regard to a process represented by a record (Comer Col 2 Lines 24-32, 
Col 5 Lines 6-9 and Col 8 Lines 65-67) 

Comer does not specifically disclose returned by a query on the table of process records 
and at least another of the activity type records that specifies an operation defines an activity 
that is posted by a user of the process control system. However, Greif mentions a query (Greif 
Col 31 Lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of processing a query, which 
would be important in returning records to the table. 

In regard to dependent claim 32, Comer does not specifically disclose the particular 
user-defined field may have a null value or a non-null value; and what the specified operation 
does depends on whether the particular user-defined field has a null value. However, Greif 
mentions that a value can be set to null (Greif Col 36 Lines 65-67). It would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving 
Comer the benefit of setting a value to null, which would be beneficial to the user. 

In regard to dependent claim 34, Comer does not specifically disclose the particular 
user-defined field and the reference field have time-date values; and the specified operation 
computes a time-date value for the particular user-defined field using the time-date value of the 
reference field. However, Greif mentions a date and time when something takes place (Greif Col 
34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of supplying a date and time so the 
user can keep track of the date and time of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 35, Comer does not specifically disclose the reference 
field's value is always set to the current time-date. However, Greif mentions a date and time 
when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the 
benefit of supplying a date and time so the user can keep track of the date and time of 
occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 38, Comer does not specifically disclose a second portion 
of the program code which performs first queries on user-defined fields in the table of process 
records and separate second queries on the table of activity records, whereby a query of the first 
queries may return the value of the field in the activity record that was mapped onto the 
particular user-defined field. However, Greif mentions a query (Greif Col 31 Lines 54-56). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
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Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of processing a query, which would be important in 
returning records to the table. 

In regard to dependent claim 39, Comer does not specifically disclose the activity 
record includes a date performed field that specifies when the activity is posted as performed; 
and the operation sets the particular user-defined field to a value corresponding to the value of 
the date performed field. However, Greif mentions a date when something takes place (Greif Col 
34 Lines 45-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply Greif to Comer, proving Comer the benefit of supplying a date so the user can 
keep track of the date of occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 41, Comer discloses the activity record includes a date 
performed field that specifies when the activity is posted as performed and a responsible person 
field that specifies the person who is responsible for performing the activity (Comer Figure 4) 
and a second particular user-defined field using the responsible person field to obtain a value 
that specifies the person who is responsible. 

Comer does not specifically disclose and the operation sets a first particular user-defined 
field using the date performed field to obtain a value specifying the date performed. However, 
Greif mentions a date when something takes place (Greif Col 34 Lines 45-55). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to 
Comer, proving Comer the benefit of supplying a date so the user can keep track of the date of 
occurrence. 

In regard to dependent claim 42, Comer does not specifically disclose the particular 
user-defined field may have a null value; and the specification of the operation specifies that the 
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particular user-defined field be set only when the particular user-defined field has a null value. 
However, Greif mentions that a value can be set to null (Greif Col 36 Lines 65-67). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Greif to 
Comer, proving Comer the benefit of setting a value to null, which would be beneficial to the 
user. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 1/10/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues that the prior art does not have a graphical user interface that can be 
used by the user to select the spreadsheet (Page 15 1 st section). However, Comer shows an 
interface the user can use for processing the spreadsheet (Figures 5-9). 

The applicant also argues that Comer does not mention a table of process records, table of 
activity type records or a portion of program code. However, Comer mentions a correspondence 
between the data-entry cells of the spreadsheet form and the record fields of the database records 
(Comer Col 7 Lines 30-43 and instructions that are written in a programming language (Col 7 
Lines 45-63). 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Londra C Burge whose telephone number is (571) 272-4122. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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